Parliamentary Government in England
For so to do would, in the circumstances I have described,
inevitably appear as a defiance of popular will. Over a
period, at any rate, no judiciary can afford the luxury of
such a defiance.
This is not, I should add, to speak in alarnrst terms.
No one who knows the working-class of this country can
help being aware that they do not share the confidence
of our governing class in either the adequacy or the
impartiality of our legal institutions. They are only too
conscious that, in large areas of the law, it applies with
grim inequality as between rich and poor* They are only
too conscious, also, of the difficulty with which their own
institutions of economic defence have won their right to
recognition from the Courts, They know how the hier-
archy of appeals works to their disadvantage. They are
aware of the pompous humbug that is talked of the poor
man's rules.1 They have little of the confidence in the
police which is the faith of their betters, especially in the
distressed areas. They have long memories; and the
sentences inflicted in the Haworth cases in this genera-
tion are not unlikely to do for this century what Tolpuddle
did for the last. They see judges and magistrates ap-
pointed for no better reason than birth or wealth or
service to a political party. They see long-needed reforms
postponed, or, when passed, so truncated as to be de-
prived of half their point. They know how inadequate is
magistrate's justice, how profoundly the predominant
atmosphere of the police-court is resented by the common
man. It is a prediction that may be made with confidence
that if ever the judiciary sets itself in antagonism to a
progressive Government in this country it will arouse a
storm of accumulated grievance*
Largety> moreover, it will have brought that storm
* Cf. Muir, op. df., pp. 138-9, and "Solicitor," op. «>., pp* U3-X4, p. M1'

